2. SUPPRESSION IN THE NAME OF REVELATION 


Why were the long -missing autopsy photographs and X-rays of the 
corpse of President John F. Kennedy so suddenly added to the National 
Archives November 1, 1966, 20 days less than three years after the 
assassination? 

Why did they surface then , only to resubmerge immediately, still 
unseen and to remain unseen? 

Why was this accomplished with brilliant press -agentry, timed for 
the early editions of the morning papers, which were confidentially 
tipped off with only enough advance time to plan for the story? 

Why did this seemingly independent action key in perfectly with 
the previous day's revelation of the seizure of a bunch of junk heralded 
as assassination evidence and its enshrining in the National Archives, 
an action earlier decided upon, not formalized in a written press re- 
lease but revealed in a press conference, and a disguised last-minute 
exploitation of a law that expired the day after the announcement? 

Why did the Kennedy family possess this government property? How? 
Did the government have copies? 

Why were the autopsy doctors, who had been denied access to these 
photographs and X-rays when they were the necessary prerequisites of 
their expert testimony before the President's Commissi cn on the Assas- 
sination of President Kennedy, suddenly, mysteriously and privately 
gotten to examine them, timed perfectly for e third-day story and further 
public brainwashing? 

Why was it possible for the doctors to see these pictures only 
when the government was in public distress over disclosure that the in- 
vestigation of the assassination was a whitewash? They knew in advance 
of their testimony, as first exposed in WHITEWASH (p.180) and here con- 
firmed, that this "best evidence" would be denied them as expert wit- 
nesses (see 

What reason consistent with honor could have been invoked to deny 
this essential data to the doctors when it was evidence that should, not 
make it unavailable to them when it served as government-needed propa- 
ganda? 


What does it all mean, why did it happen at just that time, when 
it was a shamefully inappropriate commemoration of the assassination, 
and why did the government make a publicity circus out of this last in 
a series of questionable acts relating to the assassination? 

Is it but coincidence this was the week President Johnson was 
asked a press-conference question (frequently "planted") about criticism 
of the Report and, basking in this flood of fresh publicity, seemed to 
reaffirm it without actually doing so? 

Most of the answers are revealed in WHITEWASH, which analyzes and 
discloses the essential Commission evidence of the autopsy and presents 
it in the context of the evidence' on the number of shots. WHITEWASH re- 
veals the destruction of some of this evidence and the willful misrepre- 
sentation of other of it; the falsification of some to the members of 
the Commission by its staff and the substitution of a knowingly false 
and inapplicable hypothesis as a replacement for fact in the Report. 
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